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Reproduced from a portrait in the Law School of Harvard University, painted by 
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OBJECT OF THE WOMAN'S PARTY 


The object of this organization shall. be 

to secure for women complete equality 

with men under the law and in all human 
relationships. 


THE LUCRETIA MOTT AMENDMENT 

“Men and women shall have Equal Rights 

throughout the United States and every 
place subject to its jurisdietion.” 


“Congress shall have power to enforce 
this article by appropriate legislation.” 


Senate Joint Resolution Number 52 
House Joint Resolution Number 65 


Introduced in the Senate June 4, 1929, 
by Spnaton GERALD P. Nys, North Dak 
Introduced in the House January 11, 1932, 
by Louis I. Unrow, 
Indiana. 


Elizabeth Selden Rogers, N.Y. 


Margaret Whittemore, Calif. 
Mrs. Valentine Winters, Ohio 


Equal Rights 
Under the Same Standard 


HEN the history of the Feminist movement is finally written, the 
names of two men will stand out in the annals of the nineteenth and 
twentieth centuries; John Stuart Mill, English philosopher, Member 


of Parliament and advocate of woman suffrage; and James Brown Scott, 


American philosopher, member of the Institute of International „ and 
advocate of Equal Rights for men and women. 


John Stuart Mill, in 1869, wrote a treatise entitled “The Subjection of 
Women,” which is an immortal contribution to Feminist literature. James 
Brown Scott contributes to this issue of Equat Rieuts a document of parallel 
importance. As a Member of Parliament from 1865-68 John Stuart Mill acted 
with the advanced radicals and urged the extension of suffrage to women. 
As president of the Institute of International Law, first in 1928, at the session 
of Lausanne (Switzerland) „and again in 1929, at Briarcliffe (U. S. A.), 
James Brown Scott has acted with the — radicals and urged the 
extension of Equal Rights to women. 

As intellectual, if not blood, brothers, John Stuart Mill and James Brown 
Scott will be forever remembered. It is impossible for women ever to repay 
the debt they owe to these two men, save in one respect alone. To the dead 
and to the living repayment can only be made through a justification of their 
faith in women. 


Let us, then, approach our task with a new vision of our responsibilities. 


We fight for freedom, not for ourselves alone, but for all humanity; freedom 


from poverty, ignorance and disease, freedom from the curse of war, freedom 
from the slavery of sex, freedom to bring the human race to its ultimate 
potentialities; for that we fight, and for that our brothers in arms - 
with us, under the same standard. 


The nati tute of Internation al 


K 10 person is more competent than Mr. Elihu Root to estimate the 
N importance of the Institute of International Law and the epoch-making 

nature of its labors. On a number of occasions he has referred to the 
Institute as having rendered possible the success of The Hague Peace Con- 
ferences. In an address on Francis Lieber, delivered in 1913 before the 


American Society of International Law, he said that, “The work of the 


unofficial members of the Institute of International Law has made possible 


the success of the official conferences at The Hague, by preparing their work 


beforehand and agreeing upon conclusions which the official conferences 


could accept.” 


The Institute of International Law is a world organization created by 
private initiative in 1873, at Ghent. It remains a scientific association of 
representative publicists from the various countries of the world. It has 
no governmental connection with any country, although the governments of 
all countries regard its projects, resolutions and recommendations as having 
the moral, if not the legal, force of law. 


The Institute is a body of limited members. It may not have more than 


sixty associates and sixty full members, the latter being chosen from the 


former. In addition, it has from time to time a few honorary members of 
very great distinction. Most of the members are from Europe, as it was 
originally a European organization. There are, however, members from the 
United States, from Latin-American countries, from Japan and China, so 
that the Institute is representative of what may be 1 world W and 
world practice. 


Meeting annually or every two years, its session are ordinarily attended by 
representatives of twenty to thirty different nationalities. At the session of 
Oslo, August 16, 1932, where the question of the nationality of married women 
was discussed and decided in the married woman’s favor, there were repre- 
sentatives of some twenty countries. It is evident, therefore, that the reso- 


‘ lution on the nationality of married women is very important as expressing 


the views of enlightened European publicists, with the approval of — 


tatives from far off countries. 


There can be no doubt that the adoption of carefully considered projects 
of the Institute of International Law on Equal Rights for all human beings, 
without discrimination of sex or nationality, will persuade and, indeed, compel 
the civilized nations of the world, singly or in conference, to accept, not only 
in theory but in practice, Equality; not merely in e and in marriage 
but in all human relationships. 
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Institute of Law Ach 


N the eve of the meeting of the 


Institute of International Law at 


Oslo, the following telegram was 
received from Geneva in behalf of the 
Women’s Consultative Committee on Na- 
tionality : 


Dr. James Brown Scott, 
Chairman, Nationality Committee, 
Institut de Droit International, Oslo. 
The Women's Consultative Committee 
on Nationality created by the Council of 
the League of Nations unanimously 
adopted a resolution at its August meet- 
ing in Geneva thanking the Institut de 
Droit International for the action of the 
Institut at Cambridge last year support- 
ing greater nationality rights for women. 


We earnestly hope that the Institut at its 


Oslo meeting will incorporate equal na- 
tionality rights for women in the nation- 
ality project of the Institut as has been 


done by the American Institute of Inter- 


national Law. 
(Signed) Dororny Evans, 
Secretary Women’s Consultative Com- 
mittee on Nationality created by the 
Council of the League of Nations. 


At the conclusion of the session of the 
Institute of International Law, Miss Alice 
Paul received the following telegram: 

Excellent equality recommendations 


voted today by Institut de Droit (Inter- 


national). Large majority. Congratu- 
lations. 
(Signed) Scorr. 

The effect of marriage on the nation- 
ality of married women—a question of 
universal inte nd of fundamental im- 
portance—had laid before the Insti- 
tute of International Law on the morning 
of its adjournment at the session of Cam- 
bridge in 1931. The matter had already 
assumed international importance and 
was, therefore, peculiarly appropriate for 
the consideration of the Institute, as ap- 
pears from the text of a recommendation 
of The Hague Convention on Nationality 
(adopted in 1930) 


To the States to study the question 
whether it would not be possible (1) to 
introduce into their law the principle of 


the equality of the sexes in matters of 


nationality, taking particularly into con- 
sideration the interests of the children, 
(2) and especially to decide that in prin- 
ciple the nationality of the wife shall 
henceforth not be affected without her 
consent either by the mere fact of mar- 


riage or by any ns in the nationality 
of her husband. 


The resolution adopted by the Institute 
at the Cambridge session invited the Com- 
mission which should be appointed “to 
proceed with this study in liaison with 
the Commission created by the Council of 
the League of Nations,” and expressed 
“the desire that the League of Nations will 
continue to avail itself in a consultative 
capacity of the advice of the Commission 
already created by the Council.” 

The resolution proposed to the Institute 


By James Brown Scott 


The Married Woman Emerges with her 
Separate Nationality from the Institut 
de Droit International at Oslo, 
August 16-23, 1932. 


had the good fortune to be adopted unani- 
mously by its members. Messrs. de La 
Pradelle (France) and Scott (United 
States) were appointed reporters of the 
Commission and in the report which they 
prepared they had the benefit of the ad- 


vice of the Commission created by the 


Council. 


Their report considered the following 
phases of the subject: 

I. Existing law in regard to nation- 
ality of married women. 

II. Answers to arguments raised 


against equality in matters of ee: 
1. Conflict of laws. 


2. Unity of the family. 
3. Facilities for acquiring nation- 
ality of spouse. 
III. Reasons for equality in matters of 
nationality. 
In the course of the report it was stated 
that: 


There are nineteen countries in which 
the marriage of a woman to a foreigner 
does not deprive her of her nationality 
without her consent. . 

There are twelve countries in which the 
marriage of a foreign woman to a na- 
tional of another country does not com- 
pel her to take her husband’s nationality 


without her consent. . 


There are eighteen countries in which 
the acquisition of a new nationality by 
the husband after marriage, or the loss 
of his own nationality does not carry with 
it a corresponding change in the nation- 
ality of his wife without her consent. 


HE conclusions of the report are 
stated under four headings: 

I. Marriage should not impose upon 
the wife the nationality of her husband, 
any more than it should impose upon the 
husband the nationality of his wife. 

II. The change (or more particularly 

the loss) of nationality by the husband 
during marriage should not be imposed 
upon the wife any more than the change, 
or, more particularly, the loss, of nation- 
ality on the part of the wife should be im- 
posed upon the husband. 
III. If the wife expresses the desire, 
she should be able to acquire, at the time 
of marriage, the nationality of her hus- 
band; similarly the husband should, at 
the time of marriage, be able to acquire 
the nationality of his wife. 

IV. In case of a change of nationality 
by naturalization, whether of the husband 
or of the wife, either one of the spouses 


should be able, upon expressing a desire 


to that effect, to participate in the change 
of nationality of the other. | 
The report was transmitted to the mem- 


- 
- 


bers of the Commission and was consid- 
ered at a preliminary meeting in Paris, 
in May of the present year, and in four 
meetings at Oslo in advance of the ses- 
sion, The result was the unanimous adop- 
tion by the members of the committee 
present, with a counter project of one 
member, which was withdrawn during the 
discussion of the question in the Institute, 


and the abstention of another of the mem- 


bers. The text as presented had the good 
fortune to be adopted at the session of 
August 22 on the eve of the adjournment 


of the Institute, by a four-fifths vote of 


the members present and voting. The 
text as presented by the Commission, and 
thus voted, is as follows: 

The Institute, 

Wishing to give effect, 

On the one hand, to the voeu of the 
session at Stockholm requesting that, in 
their legislation on nationality, the States 
respect and maintain the unity of the 
family, as far as circumstances permit; 

And on the other, to the declaration of 
the international rights of man adopted 

at New York, according to the first and 
sixth articles of which there is not, as 


regards these rights, any distinction be- 
tween the sexes: 


Recommends to the States that they be 


guided, in their legislation on nationality, 
by the following voeug: 


I. That the nationality of one of the 
spouses, and more particularly a change 
of nationality on the part of such spouse 
during marriage, cannot be extended to 
the other spouse against the latter’s will. 

II. That, in the cases where the spouses 
possess different nationalities, either 
spouse shall be able to acquire, with the 
greatest facility and promptness 5 
the nationality of the other. ä 

It will be observed that the text dose 
not deal directly with the nationality of 
children, although it would seem to fol- 
low from the separate and distinct nation- 
ality of the husband and wife that an 
equal consideration should be given to the 
transmission of nationality to one or * 
other. Of this later. 

The recommendation deals, as its cap- 
tion states, solely with the effect of mar- 
riage on nationality. It regards the par- 
ties to the marriage as possessed of an 
Equal Right, the right to retain, un- 
affected by marriage, their different 
nationalities. This is the context and the 
meaning of the first article of the recom- 
mendation. Supposing that the marriage 
is of foreigners, and that neither has by 
naturalization obtained the nationality of 
the other, they continue to possess their 
respective nationalities, unaffected by the 
marriage. Supposing, however, as is 
likely to happen, that they might desire 
to be of one and the same nationality, 
how shall it be done? By naturalization 
of one or the other, the naturalization 
being the act of each party, and neither 
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other. 

Short as is the recommendation in ques- 
tion, it covers not merely the case of one 
party to the marriage acquiring the na- 
tionality of the other by a shortened 
process of naturalization, known tech- 
nically as naturalisation de faveur; but 
also the case of the husband and wife of 


different nationalities proceeding to a 


third country, such as the United States, 
and one or other acquiring American 


‘nationality. 
Short as is the text, it nevertheless is 
of vast importance, preserving as it does 


equality in law and its equal application 


to the most important and the most inti- 


mate of our human relationships. 

Because of its implied, as well as its 
express, statements, a word of comment 
is not only permissible, but requisite. 


*ODAY we live in an era of consent. 

1 We no longer live in an age of com- 
mand. The source of power is from be- 
low; it is no longer from above. The 
American conception of the state—as 
formed by a compact of the people, for 
known and specified purposes, renouncing 


the individual defence of their individual 


rights, which they believe to be inherent 
in human kind and inalienable, and vest- 


ing their protection in an agency, which 
to them is as a governing board, through 
the agents of their own choice—results, in 
the language of President Lincoln, in “a 


government of the people, by the people 
and for the people.” 
To. use a time-honored English phrase, 


we are here in the presence of what we 


may call a self-denying ordinance, on the 
part of the people forming the state, with 
at one and the same time an enabling act, 
in virtue whereof the agency and their 


agents are authorized to act in behalf of 


the people, not in their own behalf—much 
less in behalf of a privileged individual 
who, in the old conception of things, 
looked upon himself as the source of 
power and whose will was law. With us 
of the Americas, all the States have been 


created in this way, and it is an historical 


fact in this newer world, which is emerg- 
ing under our very eyes, that fiction and 
tradition are thrown to the winds and in 
the new constitution of the older States, 
as well as of the newer States which have 
come into being because of the war, the 
people are stated in plain and unequivocal 
words to be the source of law. If such is 
the case, it must be all the people, not a 
part of the people, and in order that the 
law may be equal and just, it must be 
made by all and in behalf of all. In such 
a system, the human being is the unit, 
and the law consistent with the nature 
and dignity of the human being must be 
an equal law for all human beings—an 
equality of right for all, with an equal 
application to all. | 


being affected by the naturalization of the 


The past dies slowly, but it dies. Law 
is no longer an order, a command, a con- 
straint; it is free consent of the people 


to a rule of conduet of their own making 


and expressed in a legal form for a social 
purpose. Law is not, however, for the 
individual in isolation, because neither 
man nor woman could live in isolation, 


and, as neither alone could exist, each 


being necessary to the other and both to 
society, each should and must have, and 
therefore will have, an Equal Right in a 


society depending upon their mutual exist- 


ence, consent and co-operation. Hence 
it is that equality of right for the human 
being, irrespective of sex, race or nation- 
ality, is the order of the day. 

The two short articles on the effect of 
marriage on nationality give definite and 
visible form to the doctrine of consent. 
If the prospective husband and wife are 
of the same nationality, the question does 
not arise. If they have different nation- 
alities, it presents itself, and by the doc- 
trine of consent, each retains his or her 
nationality unaffected by the marriage, 
unless, by an act of consent in the form 
of naturalization, the previous nationality 
remains as it was, unaffected by the mar- 
riage. We therefore have, in one short 


passage, the two-fold conception of the 


newer order of things, equality through 
individual consent. The first article is to 
be understood, and it was so stated in the 
Commission which framed it, that failing 
a renunciation of his or her nationality by 
one or the other party to the marriage, 
the nationality of both would continue as 
it was before the marriage. The second 
article — but a phrase, as is the first — 
recognizes the continuance of the original 
nationality; because, if marriage had im- 
posed the nationality of one upon the 
other, there would be no need of providing 
for a naturalisation de faveur in order 
that husband and wife should have a com- 
mon nationality. 


HERE is a widespread desire to pre- 
serve the unity of the family, and this 
unity of the family, in the opinion of 
many, seems to require.a like nationality 


of husband and wife. The question of the 


unity of the family, however, is an excep- 


tion, not the rule; for, generally speaking, 
people who marry are of one and the same 


nationality. The marriage of persons of 
different nationality, frequent as it may 
seem, is rare, relatively speaking, but the 
unity of the family is a thing of the spirit, 
not of law. It is, however, supposed that 
the unity of the family depends upon the 
possession by the children of a like nation- 
ality with the parents. | 


A concrete fact is often better than a 


volume of reasoning. 


In the United States, marriage does not 


affect the nationality of husband or wife, 
and it has never occurred to us Americans 


that the unity of the family does not exist 


notwithstanding. It can well happen in 
the United States, a land of immigration, 
because all of the Americans, directly or 
indirectly, have come from the older 
world—and from all of the countries of 
the older world. Therefore, it often has 
happened that the prospective husband 
and wife are of different nationalities. 
Supposing, as is the American law of 
today, that their foreign nationality would 
persist and that it could only be changed 
by some form of naturalization. If chil- 
dren were born, they would be em jure soli 
nationals and citizens of the United 
States, irrespective of the nationality of 
their parents. Here we may have a triple 
divergence. To take a case which often 


happens in the Western States: a Swede 


might marry a Norwegian, and their off- 
spring would be American. The question, 
however, of the unity of the family does 
not arise. If it did, the father and the 
mother could solve it by their naturdliza- 
tion. As a matter of fact, speaking in the 
first person, I never had heard the ques- 
tion of the unity of the family discussed 
until I attended the session of the Insti- 
tute at Stockholm some four years ago, 
when the question was raised by a Euro- 
pean member in a debate on nationality. 


N recent years, the question of national- 
ity of husband, of wife and of children 
has given rise to controversy because of 
the very proper insistence of women upon 
equality of right with men. It ‘is a ques- 
tion which affects approximately one-half 
of the human race in so far as men and 
women are concerned, and the whole of 


the human race as far as their children 


are involved. The matter, therefore, is 
not merely fundamental, but elemental. 
The statelessness of many persons, which 
has come to light in the last few years, 
adds a further interest to the question. 
The masculine half of the world seems to 


be satisfied with their nationality; other- 


wise, possessing, as they do, suffrage in 
any and every country, they could change 
the law of nationality if it should be un- 
acceptable to them in any respect. This 
is natural enough, inasmuch as they have 
made the law of which they are the bene- 
ficiaries. Not so with the women, who are 
endeavoring to modify the law and prac- 
tice so that it shall equally apply to men 
and women. They are concerned with 
the general principle of equality, not with 
nationality as depending upon the jus soli 
or the jus sanguinis. The application of 
either principle equally to men and women 
is acceptable to them, as appears from 
their project of an international conven- 
tion of but two or three lines—due, be it 
said in passing, to Miss Alice Paul and 
Miss Doris Stevens, the acknowledged 
leaders of the national and international 
movement on behalf of equality—to the 
effect that “the contracting States agree 
that from the going into effect of this 
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treaty, there shall be no distinction based 
on sex in their law and practice relating 
to nationality.“ | 

Therefore, they are willing to accept the 
equality of the sexes under one or the 
other of the two competing systems of law 
regarding the matter of nationality. Their 
eyes are set on the future, which they 
hope will be a proximate future, in which 
“the nationality of the woman shall not 
in principle be affected without her con- 
sent, either by the mere fact of her mar- 
riage, or by a change of nationality on 
the part of her husband.” 


T will no doubt be observed, even by the 
casual reader, that the two-fold recom- 
mendation of the Institut de Droit Inter- 


national meets in form and in fact this 


just and equal principle for which the en- 
lightened women of the world are con- 
tending. It is also the doctrine of the 
American Institute of International Law, 


adopted and reaffirmed by its governing 


board. It can therefore truly be said to 
be the confession of faith of the leaders of 
international thought of the older and 


of the newer world. 


It may well seem unnecessary to say 


more, and yet, does not Talleyrand advise 


us that, although a thing may be unneces- 


sary, it is nevertheless better to say it? 


That being the case, and as this is a dip- 
lomatic matter in which Talleyrand's 
word still makes law, we shall ask the 
prospective reader to listen to the very 
voice of the woman on this matter of 
nationality, The voice is none other than 
that of Miss Alice Paul, replying to the 
objection that the articles on the nation- 
ality of women in The Hague Nationality 
Convention of 1930 should be accepted by 
the women as the maximum obtainable at 
present, and that the convention, if ac- 
cepted, would solve difficulties of state- 


lessness and double nationality affecting 


women. She replies in behalf of the 
Women’s Consultative Committee on Na- 
tionality created by the Council of the 
League of Nations, “that the equality of 
the sexes is a principle which should be 
at the basis of all systems of law and 
that with regard to this principle there 
should be no compromise”; and that “the 


underlying assumption of the articles 


dealing with. women in this convention 
is that woman is a chattel; that she is 
not an end in herself in whose interest the 
law should be made.“ 

The two phrases, which have been lifted 
from the first two objections are by way 
of introduction. The third reply meets 
and overcomes the objection to the unity 
of the family. Miss Paul’s reply on this 
question, going as it does to the root of 
the matter, follows in full: 


There is not necessarily any incompati- 
bility between equality of the sexes and 
the unity of the family in regard to na- 
tionality. It is possible for a country to 


give equality to husband and wife and at 


the same time to require them to have the 


same nationality. For instance, the com- 
mon nationality might be made to depend 
upon domicile or upon agreement between 
husband and wife, the law being the same 
for both. This committee expresses no 
opinion upon the various solutions offered 


to this problem, but points out that a con- 


vention providing for equality in nation- 
ality would not interfere in any way with 
the sovereignty of the States in the mat- 
ter of unity of the family in nationality. 
In this connection attention is called to 


a discussion of this question by Professor 


Hyde of Columbia University, in the 


American Journal of International Law. 


Professor Hyde says:“ 


Discriminations against a woman 
on account of her sex ought to be 
avoided; and such discrimination is 
always apparent when marriage im- 
poses any restriction upon her choice 
of nationality that is not equally im- 
posed upon that of her husband. Dis- 
crimination is not, however, apparent 
when both spouses are subjected to 
the same restriction. . It needs to 
be constantly borne in mind that 
equality of treatment of wife and hus- 
band and the unity of nationality are 
not necessarily incompatible with 
each other. Thus it is believed that 
any proffered solution of the main 
problem arising from the marriage 
of persons of differing nationalities 
must, in order to win the general ap- 
proval of the international society, 
pay due respect to both factors. Such 
respect demands acquiescence in the 
theory that marriage should itself 
serve to produce an effect upon the 
nationality of either of the spouses, 
an effect not inequitable to the inter- 
ests of either, and possibly advan- 
tageous to those of both. Even if that 
effect involve a change of the nation- 
ality of the man or of the woman 
without any consent other than that 
derived from the agreement to marry, 
there is no discrimination adverse to 
the woman provided the husband be 
dealt with in the same way. If the 
effect serves to restrict equally the 
freedom of choice of husband and 
wife and is based on considerations 
unrelated to the sex of either, the 
way may be clear to safeguarding the 
essential interests of both parties 
without clothing them with different 
nationalities as they embark upon 

their married life. 


UT what of the conflict of laws? To 


their increase by the acceptance of 
equality, Miss Paul answers: 


Conflicts of law are not caused by a | 


woman having the same right as a man 
to determine her nationality, but by the 
fact that this right is not yet universal. 
The conflicts are due to the existence, 
side by side, of the system of the inde- 
pendent nationality of the woman with 
the system compelling her to take her hus- 
band’s nationality. For instance, when a 
woman from the United States marries an 


Argentinian, no conflict of law results be- 


cause by the law of both countries’ a 
woman keeps her own nationality in such 
a case. When, on the other hand, a 
woman from the United States marries a 
British man there is a conflict because by 
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United States law“ she keeps her own 
nationality, while by British law“ she is 
obliged to take her husband’s nationality. 
If conflicts of this nature are to be de- 
creased, all countries must unite upon a 
common policy. There seems no likelihood, 
however, of the universal adoption of the 
system whereby a woman’s nationality 
follows her husband’s since the trend of 
modern legislation is overwhelmingly in 
the opposite direction. The only prac- 
ticable way to obtain uniformity, there- 
fore, would seem to be for all countries 
to give a woman the same right as a man 
to her nationality. This course would not 


_ increase, but would lessen conflicts of law 


because it would establish throughout the 
world one general system in place of the: 
two opposing systems existing at present. 


HE fifth objection to equality, the last 

for which we have space, deals with the 
difficulties which would be created if 
women as well as men could transmit 
their nationality to their common off- 
spring upon equal terms. Miss Paul’s 
answer, as in the last two objections, fol- 
lows in full: | 


The most complete answer to this ob- 
jection is the fact that equality between 
men and women in the right to transmit 
nationality to their children already 
exists in thirteen countries and that no 
great difficulties have resulted. The law 
of one of those countries, Chile,’ is given 
here a8 an example of the way equality 
may be established in this matter. Chile 
gives her nationality, as a general rule, 
to all children born in Chile regardless 
of the nationality of the parents so that 
no preference is given in this matter to 
one parent over the other. When the 
parents are foreigners who are in Chile 
as transients or in the service of their 
government the child can choose Chilean 
nationality or that of the parents, or that 
of the father or mother when they are of 
differing nationalities. Chile also gives 
her nationality to children born abroad of 
Chilean parents, or of a Chilean father 
or a Chilean mother when the parents are 


of different nationalities, provided that 


the child later establishes its residence 
in Chile. Other countries having equality 
in this field are: The Argentine,“ Colom- 
bia, Dominican Republic,* Ecuador,® 
Nicaragua,“ Panama, Paraguay,“ 
Peru,“ Union of Soviet Socialist Repub- 
lies,“ Turkey, Uruguay,“ and Vene 
zuela. 
Each country has solved the problem in 
its own way but in none of them do the 
difficulties with regard to the child’s 
nationality seem to be any greater than 
in countries giving the preference to the 
father in the right to transmit nationality. 


Because of the four articles of the 
recent Hague Convention affecting un- 
equally the nationality of men and women, 


the delegation of the United States re- 


fused to vote for the convention because 
of their presence, and accordingly refused 
to sign it, and the Department of State of 
the United States, immediately after the 
adjournment of the conference, said so in 
a statement given to the public in justi- 
fication of the refusal of its delegation to 
vote for or to sign the convention. In a 
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letter of June 27, 1932, addressed by the 
Secretary of State of the United States 
to the Secretary General of the Society 
of Nations, the attitude of the United 


States is set forth in clear and unmis- 


takable terms: 


The delegation of the United States at 
The Hague Conference voted against the 
Convention on Nationality, first, because 
the provisions contained in it relating to 
expatriation through naturalization in a 
foreign country were not in accord with 
the principle of the “right of expatriation“ 
which has been adhered to by this Gov- 
ernment for many years, and, second, be- 
cause the provisions concerning the na- 
tionality ‘of married women were not 
deemed altogether satisfactory. Natu- 
rally, this Government would welcome 
guch a revision of this Convention as 
would enable it to become.a party to the 
Convention, and, if such action were 
favored by a sufficiently large number of 
States as to give hope for the success of 
an international conference for this pur- 
pose, this Government would be willing 
to consider the matter of participating in 
such conference. The Secretary of State 
may be permitted to add that, under the 
laws of the United States, women neither 


-acquire nor lose nationality by marriage 


or by a change in the nationality of the 


husband subsequent to marriage. Men 
and women in these respects are treated 
on an equal footing. The Government of 
the United States considers that it would 
be very desirable to have uniformity in 
the laws of the various States with respect 


to the nationality of married women, and 


it regrets, therefore, that the above-quoted 
recommendations of the conference at The 
Hague have not found greater response 
in legislative enactments by the countries 
represented at that conference.“ 


HEREFORE it is perhaps permissible 

on the part of a citizen of the United 
States, with whom equality and its equal 
application is a matter of faith, to state in 
his own behalf that the Government of the 
United States was the only one of the 
powers participating in the first Hague 
Conference for the Codification of Inter- 
national Law which refused to sign the 
convention, and that in so doing the 
United States of America assumed, in his 
opinion, the moral leadership of the 
modern world. 


(1) “Aspects of Marriage between Persons of Differ- 
ing Nationalities,’ by Charles Cheney Hyde in 
the American J ournal of International Law, Oc- 
tober, 1980, p. 744. 


(2) Act of U. & A. Congress, Sept. 22, 1922, amended 


Women's Committee 


OLLOWING the adoption by the 
2 recent Assembly of the League of 
Nations of a resolution asking the 
Women's Consultative Committee on Na- 


tionality to continue its work during the 


coming year a meeting has just been held 
by the Consultative Committee’s Sub- 
Committee on Propaganda. At this meet- 
ing plans were laid for the year’s work. 
Madame Lillian von Matsch of Washing- 
ton and Vienna, representative of the 
Equal Rights International on the Wom- 
en’s Consultative Committee, was elected 
Chairman of the Propaganda Sub-Com- 
mittee. Miss L. van Eeghen of Holland, 


representative to the International Coun- 


cil of Women, was elected secretary. It 
was voted to make the sub-committee into 
a permanent body to carry on the Con- 
sultative Committee’s campaign against 
ratification. 


The Sub-Committee on Propaganda 
undertook as its first work the placing 
of the question of the nationality of 


women upon the agenda of next year's 


Assembly. Madame Vergara, delegate 
from Chile to the recent Assembly and 
representative of the Inter-American 
Commission of Women on the Women’s 
Consultative Committee, was placed in 
charge of the matter of securing a place 
for the question on next year’s agenda. 


A world-wide campaign against rati- 
fication of The Hague Nationality Con- 
vention was also undertaken by the com- 
mittee. The committee voted to send an 
appeal to women’s organizations in all 


countries calling their attention to the 
gravity of the situation facing women at 
the present moment because of the immi- 
nent danger of the ratification of the con- 
vention. This appeal urges them to en- 
list in the campaign against ratification. 
It reads: 


“We know that you are concerned about 


the question of The Hague Nationality 


Convention because of the discriminations. 


against women in that convention. We 
therefore beg your immediate assistance 

as there is a serious emergency. Three 
eee have now adhered to The Hague 
Nationality Convention and if seven more 
ratify or adhere, the convention would be 


in force. The cornerstone of the codifica- 
tion of international law would then be 


laid in a form discriminating against 
women. | 

“As you know, the Women’s Consulta- 
tive Committee on Nationality is against 
ratification of the convention in its pres- 
ent form because of the discriminations 


against women in the convention. It is 


in this connection that we are appealing 
to you for help. Please organize deputa- 
tions, or go yourself to your Prime Min- 
ister or your Minister of Foreign Affairs 
to express the keen dissatisfaction of 
women in your country with The Hague 
Nationality Convention as it now stands. 
Please urge that no action be taken by 
your Parliament before the next ordinary 
Assembly of the League of Nations when 
we hope the subject will again be con- 
sidered. We consider it particularly neces- 
sary to work now as the Assembly of the 
League has recommended to States to 
ratify the convention as soon as possible. 
We must do everything we can to counter- 
act this unfortunate recommendation 
from the Assembly. 


(12) Paraguay—Constit. Art. 85 (1, 


Equal Rights 


July 3, 1930, and March 8, 1981, Sec. 8: Opinion 
of Argentine Supreme Court, June 12, 1902; 
tine Minister for Foreign Affairs, 


(3) Act of U. S. A. Congress, Sept. 22, gs amended 
July 3, 1980, and March "8, 1931, Sec. 3 


(4) British Nationality and Status of Aliens Act, 
1914, amended 1918 21 1922, Part III, Sec. 10. 

(5) Chile—Constit. Art. 6 (1, 2). 

ne Argentine—Law 346, Oct. 8, 1869, Art. 1 (1, 2). 

(7) Colombia-——Constit. Art. 8 2); information 

by Ministry for Foreign Affairs, Colom. 


b 
(8) Dominican Republic—Constit. Art. 8 7055 3); in- 
formation supplied: by Ministry for Foreign Af. 
fairs, Dominican Republic. 
(9) Ecuador—Constit. Art. 7, 8 — 2): information 
supplied by Ministry for Foreign Relations, Ecua- 
or. 
(10) Nicaragua—Constit. Art. 8 (1, 2); information 
— by Ministry for Fo gn Relations, Nica- 


(11) Pa Panama—Constit. Art. 6; Civil Code Art. 
(1, 2); Administrative Code, Arts. 122 (1, 2), 
125, 126; information supplied by Ministry f 
Foreign Relations, Panama. 
$); informa- 


tion supplied by Juridical Harrer oi Ministry 
of Paraguayan Government, Paraguay. 

(13) Peru—Constit. Art. 59 (1, 2); information sup- 
plied by Ministry for Foreign ‘Affairs, Peru. 

(14) Union of Soviet Socialist Republics—Law ‘April 

22, 1981, Code No. 24 of Rules and Regulations 

Nos. 195, 196. 

(15) Turkey—Law 1812, 8 28, 3 Arts. 1, 2, 8, 
4; Law 1414, April 6, 1929, Art. 

(16) Uruguay—Constit. supplied 
by Uruguayan Legation, Washington. 

(17) Venezuela—Constit. Art. 28 (1, 2); information 
supplied by Venezuelan Legation, Washington. 

(18) The following is the text of the recommendations 

: to which reference is made: 

The Conference recommends to States the 
study of the question whether it would not be 
possible— . 

1. To introduce into their law the principle of 
the equality of the sexes in matters of national- 
ity, taking particularly into consideration the in- 
terests of the children; 

2. and especially to decide that in principle the 
nationality of the wife shall henceforth not be 
affected without her consent either by the mere 
fact of marriage or by any change in the nation- 
ality of her husband. 


Plans Campaign 


It was proposed in the recent Assem- 
bly by Mr. Rolin of Belgium, a very dis- 
tinguished jurist, that articles 8 to 11 of 
the convention—the articles which con- 
tain the discriminations against women— 
be changed so as to replace the word 
“woman” by the word “person.” He 
pointed out that if this proposal were 


adopted the inequalities based on sex 


would be removed from the convention 
but the convention itself would not be 
lost. This proposal was not accepted by 
the Assembly but it is possible that some 
such solution of the difficulty may be 
found, with more time. In this way a 
reconciliation might be effected between 
the viewpoint of those who greatly desire 
the preservation of the convention, since 
it is the beginning of the League of Na- 
tions program for the codification of inter- 
national law, and our viewpoint that it 
would be better to have no codification 
of international law than codification 
based on the theory of the subjection of 
women. 

“We shall be very gratefull if you will 
keep us informed as to what you are able 
to do and the general situation in your 
country in regard to this matter. 

“With very best wishes, 

“Yours truly, 
(Signed) von Marsch, 
Chairman. 
1. C. A. VAN ERGHEN, 


Honorary Secretary.” 

The organizations taking part in the 
meeting at which the above program was 
undertaken were the International Coun- 
cil of Women, represented by Miss L. C. A. 
van Eeghen (Holland); the Women’s 
International League for Peace and Free- 
dom, represented by Miss Madeleine Doty 
(U. S. A.); the Inter-American Commis- 
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sion of Women, represented by Miss Alice 
paul (U. S. A.); the Equal Rights Inter- 
national, represented by Madame Lillian 
von Matsch (U. S. A. and Vienna); the 


Rolland Describes Feminism 


OMAIN ROLLAND, in his book en- 
titled Mahatma Gandhi,” after tell - 

ing of the efforts made by the great Indian 
leader to ameliorate the condition of the 


suppressed classes, refers to the equal 


generosity” with which Gandhi took up 
another great cause, that of women. 
“The sexual problem,” Rolland states, 


“ig a peculiarly difficult one in India, 


throbbing with an all-pervading, op- 
pressive and badly directed sensuality. 
Child marriages weaken the physical and 


moral resources of the nation. The ob- 


session of the flesh weighs on men’s minds 
and is an insult to women’s dignity. 
Gandhi publishes the complaints of Hindu 
women at the degrading attitude of Hindu 
nationalists. Gandhi takes the women’s 
side. Their protest, he says, proves that 
there is another sore in India as bad as 


that of untouchability. But the woman 


question is not a purely Indian problem. 
The whole world suffers from it. As with 
the pariahs, he expects more from the op- 


World Union of Women for International 
Concord, represented by Mademoiselle L. 
Nobs (Switzerland); and the All-Asian 
Conference of Women, represented by 


pressed than from the oppressors. He calls 
upon women to demand and inspire re- 
spect by ceasing to think of themselves as 
the objects of masculine desire only. Let 


them forget their bodies and enter into 


public life, assume the risks, and suffer 
the consequences of their convictions. 
Women should not only renounce luxury 
and throw away or burn foreign goods, 
but they should share men’s problems and 
privations. Many distinguished women 


have faced arrest and imprisonment in 


Calcutta. This shows the proper spirit. 
Instead of asking for mercy, women 
should vie with men in suffering for the 
cause. When it comes to suffering, 
women will always surpass men. Let 
women have no fear. The weakest will be 
able to preserve her honor. ‘One who 
knows how to die need never fear.’ 

“Nor does Gandhi forget the fallen sis- 
ters. He tells of conversations with them 
in the provinces of Andhra and Barisal, 


where they met in conference. He spoke 
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Dr. Rosa Welt Straus (Palestine). The 
International Suffrage Alliance was rep- 
resented by an observer, Mademoiselle 
Emilie Gourd (Switzerland). 


of Gandhi 


of them nobly and simply, and they re- 
plied, confided in him, and asked his ad- 
vice. He tried to suggest some way in 
which they could make an honest living, 
and proposed spinning. They agreed to 
begin the very next day if assured of en- 


couragement and assistance. And then 


Gandhi turned to the men of India; called 
upon them to respect women: | 
Gambling in vice has no place in our 
revolution. Swaraj, home rule, means 
that we must regard every inhabitant of 
India as our own brother or sister. 
Woman is not the weaker sex, but the 
better half of humanity, the nobler of the 
two; for even today it is the embodiment 
of sacrifice, silent suffering, humility, 
faith, and knowledge. Woman’s intuition 
has often proved truer than man’s arro- 
gant assumption of knowledge.’ In the 
women of India, beginning with his own 
wife, Gandhi always found intelligent aid 
and understanding, and among them he 

recruited some of his best disciples.” 


News from the F ield 


Woman’ 8 Wins Scholarship 
ATHERINE PHELPS, youthful and 
charming, has been awarded the 
scholarship given by the National Univer- 


sity Law School through the National 


Association of Women Lawyers. She was 
honored at a tea given on November 4 at 
headquarters of the National Woman’s 
Party by the Young Women’s Council of 
the party. Mable Van Dyke, chairman 
of the council, received. Miss Phelps is 
a graduate of McKinley High School and 
is a member of the Young-Women’s Coun- 
cil of the party. 


Mme. Abelli Honor Guest 
“OR the first time in history, women 
of Bolivia are turning in large num- 
bers to business, professions and indus- 


tries outside the home, according to 


Madame Luis Abelli, wife of the former 
minister to this country. 

Madame Abelli was the honor guest 
and speaker at a tea sponsored by the 
Young Women’s Council at Alva Belmont 
House on November 6, 1932. 

Until the present war between Bolivia 
and Paraguay, economic and political 
power of Bolivian women was entirely in- 
direct, the speaker stated, but just as 
women of the United States went into 
office and factory during the World War 
and were never again to be satisfied with 
former limitations, so the women of South 


America will be stimulated and enlight- 
ened by their present experience. 

It was not until the present crisis in 
Bolivia, Mme. Abelli said, that profes- 
sional women, such as dentists for ex- 
ample, were allowed to practice after mar- 
riage. Women in that country have yet 
to obtain the vote, which will help them 
to obtain equality in all other points. 


Wisconsin Reverses Night Work Stand 
O further reduction in the minimum 
wage rule for women will be made 
in Wisconsin at this time but evening 
work for women in Wisconsin factories 
will be allowed on the petition of indi- 
vidual employers who show sufficient 
cause for such night work, the industrial 

commission announced on November 7. 
The commission’s decision is divided 
into two parts, the first dealing with the 
request for a temporary modification in 
the minimum wage rule. The commission 
declares that any further reduction in the 


minimum wage at this time is not pos- 


sible and would be contrary to the act 
of the legislature. 

On the matter of night work, the com- 
mission announces that it is unwilling to 
make a general modification permitting 
night work for women, but it will consider 
applications from individual employers 
for permission to employ women tem- 
porarily at night. 


When is granted 
women at night, they must finish their 
work by 10 P. M., not work more than 
8 hours a day, nor more than 12 hours 
from the time they commence work until 
the time they quit work. 


Maryland Branch Holds Conference 
HE Maryland Branch of the National 
Woman's Party held a State Confer- 
ence on November 15 at the Woman’s City 
Club, Baltimore, Maryland. 


Emilie A. Doetsch, formerly of the edi- 
torial staff of the Baltimore News and 
recently assistant city solicitor of Balti- 
more Oity, who is now practicing law in 
the firm of Presstman & Doetsch, has very 
kindly consented to write up the confer- 
ence. 

As we go to press the conference is 
still in session; therefore the report of 
the proceedings will appear next week. 


An Encouraging Letter 


OPHIE L. W. CLARK of Seattle, 
Washington, writes: “Whenever or- 
ganizations are listed as believing in, and 
working for, the Equal Rights Amend- 
ment, do not leave out the Woman’s Leg- 
islative Council of the State of Washing- 
ton and its King County Branch, Your 
periodical, Equa Ricuts, is getting bet- 
ter and better with each issue.” 
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Chairman Cables Miss Paul 
RS. HARVEY W. WILEY, chair- 
man of the National Council of the 
National Woman’s Party, recently sent 
the following cablegram to Alice Paul: 

“According to Dr. James Brown Scott, 
the gain of nine nations two years since 
Hague Convention great victory. Con- 
gratulations.” 

ANNA KELTON WII kV. 


To Discriminations 
HIRTEEN hundred business and pro- 
fessional women's clubs throughout 


the United States are conducting a sur- 


vey to determine how widespread is the 


discrimination against women in commer- | 
cial and professional fields at the present 


time. The investigation is a project of 
the Research Committee of the National 
Federation of Business and Professional 


Women's Clubs, of which Dr. Lillian M. 


Gilbreth, industrial engineer, is chairman. 
A special sub-committee has been formed 
to carry it out, headed by Dr. Iva Lowther 
Peters of Fishkill, New York. a 

Already Federation officers have an- 
nounced that the organization is un- 


equivocally opposed to any discrimination | 
on the basis of sex and annual and bi- 


ennial conventions have repeatedly en- 
dorsed the principle of equal pay for 
equal work. The present study will build 
up factual information to test these con- 
clusions. 
Poets’ Council Holds Meeting 

By Myrtle R. Patterson, Chairman 

OETS and poetry-lovers gathered at 

Alva Belmont House in Washington 


on November 3 at the regular monthly 
meeting of the District Poets’ Council of 


the National Woman’s Party. 
Rev. Dr. Edouard Chauvat, a poet of 


international renown, a former poet 


laureate, and teacher of French literature 
in several European countries, was the 
guest speaker of the evening. In his talk 
on poetry Dr. Chauvat paid a high tribute 
to womanhood and to the few women who 
have become great poets, saying: For 
centuries women have had to fight for 
their own rights, asking nothing but 
equality, because they have been kept 
from the so-called ‘liberal and intellectual 
professions’ by men; but in reality women 
are better poets than men; they retain all 
through their lives something of their 
childhood and its beautiful dreams; 
women feel quickly, deeply, are easily 
moved and touched by joys and misfor- 
tunes; never satisfied, always looking 
ahead for something new and better, and 
in addition to their distinctive personali- 
ties they can readily enter into the soul 
of all humanity—their hearts are large 
enough because women are living poems; 
and I hope through this Poets’ Council 
of the Woman’s Party we may have many 
famous women contemporary poets.” 


Mrs. Howard J. Klossner, an accom- 
plished pianist of St. Paul and Washing- 
ton, played a group of exquisite tone 
poems. 

Mr. Francis J ean Reuter, an aultra· 
modern” poet, spoke on the “Appreciation 


of Poetry” and gave a worthy chart illus- 


tration of the limitations of the old school 
of versification, saying: “Yardsticks are 
not proper substitutes for intellect.” 

Sr. Jose Carballo, an accomplished 
violinist, who studied at the Conservatory 
of Music in the Philippines, and was a 
member of the orchestra at Lindfield Col- 
lege, MeMinnville, Oregon, beautifully 
played Ave Maria” and other selections. 

Mr. Carl Cave, a gifted poet, founder 
and president of the Poet Laureate 
League of America, contributed to the 
program by reading his e e 
00 ‘A Kiss.” 

Other members and visitors were called 


on for spontaneous oe of some ol 


their poems. 


The regular mant of the 


Poets’ Council of the District will be held 
on the first Thursday of each month. De- 


cember 1 is the date of the next meeting, 


when another interesting program will be 
presented. Those interested not only in 


poetry, but the other arts, are reg 


invited to attend. 


Urge of 


7OMEN of the United States not only 
want members of their sex named 


10 Roosevelt's cabinet and diplomatic 
posts, but they emphatically vant only 


those women who are qualified, who. be- 
lieve in equality for men and women, and 
who wish to see the theory of equal pro- 
tection of the law become a fact under 


our government. 


This clear-cut demand on behalf of sev- 


eral million American citizens who hap- 
pen to be women was outlined in a state- 


ment from Mrs. Harvey W. Wiley, oe. 


man of the National Woman’s Party, to 
the President-elect. 
The full text of the letter addressed is 


Governor Roosevelt (November 12, 1932) : 


follows: 

“Soon you will, of necessity, be consid- 
ering appointments to your cabinet and 
to high diplomatic and other posts. 

“The women of Am-rica earnestly urge 
that you include women among those 
whom you appoint, and urge that these 
women be truly representative of women; 
women who believe in equality for men 
and women; women who are aware that 
equal and effective co-operation between 
men and women is a vitally essential prin- 
ciple of representative government. 

“Although the United States is proud 
to have led, in many respects, in advanc- 
ing the position of women, still it is true 


that we have lagged behind some Euro- 


pean countries in naming women cabinet 
members and diplomats. We are, there- 


Ma Matroni, D. C. 


Mildred Burr, B. 


Mrs. Thomas Gray, Mass... 


DAY PRINTING COMPANY. 


Equal Rights 


fore, justly impatient and deeply con- 
cerned lest women be 


By consenting to women. 
recognition, you embrace not only a 
glamorous opportunity to render service 
to all women everywhere, but also to dis- 


tinguish your administration for all time 


by being the first American President 0 
do so.” 
‘Two MILLION DOLLAR FUND 
Treasurer s Report 


Launa — Treasurer 


 ECEIPTS collected, by National Head- 
quarters, December 7, 1912, to July 

15 1932, 51,895, 143.88. 
Contributions, ee and other 
July 1 to 1, 


$1,424. 17: 


Edna Stenhouse, D. 

Rowe, D. C......., 
orence: Geradi, D. 6. 

Charlotte ‘Pellenzer, D. C........ 


„„ 


S. Colton, 5 . 
prox. D.C. 
ueia elps 
Mrs W. Myers 
Rosa! Snodgrass, D. C..... 
Josephine Robinson, D. C.... 
azel Slation, D. ¢. 


Kate K rfiels, D D. wise 
Rosalie Taylor, D. C. 
Hazel Hollingshead, 5. C.. 
Alline Soloman, D. C.. F 

S. A. L. Movius, Mass 


RRSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSS 


Mrs. John Moore McGram, Mass. re 25 
Mrs. L. J. C. Daniel, Mass 25 
Beatriee Monk, Mass. j 25 

* Mass 25 
Mrs. 2 e Newell, Mass is 25 
Miss Mary Mulvey, Mass. 2 
Mrs. Mark Hollingshead, Mass ‘ 25 
Mrs. Ruth Beals, Mass 5 25 


Mrs. Bessie Mass. 


Mrs. Henrietta Young, Mass 25 
Mrs. E. S. Wallace, Mass. Nas 25 
Elizabeth C. Tomlinson, Mass. „ 25 
Gertrude Cook, Mass. 25 
Laura Rathvon, Mass 25 
Alma Lutz, Mass 25 
A. Marguerite Smith, Mass 25 
Genevieve Fuller, Mass. 25 
Harriet Bowrie, D. C.. „ 1.00 
Dorothy MeGhee, D. C. 1.00 
Corinne Kyle, D. C.. 1.00 
Mary Loohley, D. C.. 1.00 
Mary Spiflan, 1.00 
Kathleen Hines, D. 1.00 
Mary Wright Davis, FC 1.00 
Christine Bennett, 1.00 
Marie Keesley, 1.00 
Mollie Karksdan, D. C. ‘ 1.00 
Addie H. Thompson, 6 1.00 
Grace Hune, D. C... he 1.00 
Annie Sweeney, D. C Aa: 1.00 
Virgie Hurdle, D. CC. 8 1.00 
Ethel Anderson, 1.00 
/// » ˙ͤ 2.00 
M. G. Gibbs, F 50.00 
Eshter MeLaughlin, D. C 3.00 
Sarah Pell, D. C.. . 40.00 
Elizabeth Kent, 100.00 
Marguerite Smith, D. C. 30.00 
Laura Berrien, D. 15.00 
Betty Ashmore, D. 2.00 
Kathryn Hughes, D. “ eet 1.00 
Agnes e C. 1.00 
M. Regina oyle, P. G. 1.00 
Lula Inslee Perkins, Po 1,00 
Mrs. James Quinn, D. ; 1,00 
Ruth Miller, D. C........2.. 1.00 
Emma Coranze, D. C. 1.00 
Caroline McMillan, D. 1.00 
Etta L. Ellsworth, PD. 1.00 
Investment Fund 925.00 
Miscellaneous 198.17 

$1,424.17 

$1,896,568.05 


PUBLICATIONS AND BOOKS 


600 East Lombard Street 
Baltimore. Md. 
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